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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION V 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

Re illy Tar & Chemical Corporation 

Proceeding Under Section 106(a) 
of the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 19'80 [42 U.S.C. 
9606(a)] 

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER 

Docket No. V-W-84-011 

Order Granting Extension of Time to Submit Design 

1. On August 1, 1984, the Administrative Order in 

this case was issued to Respondent. 

2. Paragraph one (1) of the Order required Respondent 

to develop and submit a complete design for a granular activated 

carbon water treatment system to the United States Environmental 

Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) within sixty (60) days of the 

effective date of the Administrative Order. 

3. On September 11, 1984, Respondent met with U.S. 

EPA. During the course of such meeting Respondent offered to 

build and operate a granular activated carbon treatment plant 

which would not be identical to the specifications set forth in 

the Administrative Order but which could be equivalent in 

performance. This offer was confirmed in writing by Respondent 

by a letter dated September 14, 1984. 

4. On September 21, 1984, Respondent was advised 

by U.S. EPA that, following review of the specific details of 
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Respondent's design, Respondent's offer could be acceptable to 

the United States, provided tha.t the treatment plant would 

achieve the performance criteria set forth in the Record of 

Decision (Attachment A of the Administrative Order). 

5. On November 9, 1984, Respondenit requested an 

extension of sixty (60) days for submitting the desigin for the 

treatment system required by the Administrative Order. In 

support of such request Respondent stated that; 

a. Respondent's contractor will be conducting 
accelerated carbon treatment tests which will 
take approximately six (6) weeks and 

b. Respondent did not receive the technical 
response from U.S. EPA needed to begin the 
design until October 31, 1984. 

6. Based upon representations made by Respondent, 

Reilly Tar & Chemical Corporation, an extension of sixty (60) 

days for submittal of a design pursuant to the Administrative 

Order is appropriate. 

ORDER 

1. Respondent is hereby granted an additional sixty 

(60) days from the date set forth in paragraph one (1) of the 

Administrative Order, within which to submit a design for the 

granular activated carbon water treatment system to U.S. EPA. 

Respondent isj therefore, required to submit such design no 

later than January 12, 1985. 
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It^ Is So Ordered 
r 

Regional Admi 
ite 




